821 





Sept. 16,1871. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





——— 


The Office of this JourNAL and of the Wesxiy RerortTer 
is now at 12, Cook’s-court,eCarey-street, W.C. 


The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ JouRNAL ts—Town, 26s., 
Country 288.; with the Wnex1y Reporter, 52s, Payment 
in advance includes Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers 
can have their Volumes bound at the Ofice—eloth, 2s. 6d., 
half law calf, 4s. 6d. 

Ali Letters intended for publication in the“ Solicitors’ Journal” 
must be authenticated by the name of the writer, though not 
necessarily for publication. 

Where difficulty ts experienced in procuring the Journal with 
regularity in the Provinces, it is requested that application be 
made direct to the Publisher. 


ODbhe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 16, 1871. 
—— 


Tur “ TrmEs”’ of Thursday published an abstract of 
an important and interesting correspondence between 
Mr. Hyde Clarke, acting on behalf of the Roumanian 
Railway bondholders, and Mr. Hammond, the Permanent 
Under-Secretary at the Foreign Office, and Mr. Odo 
Russell, The bondholders urge upon the Government to 
reconsider and modify their traditional policy of not in- 
terfering between foreign Governments and their Eng- 
lish creditors, and certainly in the first instance demand 
strong measures of redress, although they afterwards 
limit their request to one for ‘‘ non-political ” interven- 
tion, which seems not to differ much from the “ un- 
official ” support which the Foreign Office declare them- 
selves willing to afford. With this question of policy 
we have nothing to do; but the correspondence discloses 
two grounds relied upon by the Roumanian Government 
in their refusal to recognise the claims of the bond- 
holders which are open to very different considerations, 
It is said that “ a suspicion appears to have existed that 
the interests of the country had been sacrificed in the 
affair for the benefit of individuals.” Now, as a matter 
of international law, we cannot see how this affects the 
question of the right of the bondholders, although it 
may to some extent palliate the reluctance of the 
Roumanian Government to recognise them, and justify 
them in standing upon their strict rights. 1t was, we 
believe, upon some such ground as this that the Mississippi 
repudiation was attempted to be justified; the party that 
came into power said that the party which had gone out, 
and which had authorised the public works loan then in 
question, had committed a political job; but the guaran- 
tee of the state had been given by the persons whom the 
constitution of the country authorised to give it, and, 
whatever the immorality of the job, the bondholders were 
not answerable for it. It has been always under- 
stood, and is a necessary principle of international 
morality, that the country is answerable for the 
contracts of its responsible government; and in the 
business of ordinary life it would be impossible to 
carry on commercial transactions if persons who 
have given a guarantee on the faith of which others 
have advanced their money were allowed to say that 
they were induced to do so by the fraud of some third 
person, But another ground is put forward which is of a 
totally different kind, and ought to be capable of an easy 
solution, The Roumanian Government, it seems, deny 
that their guarantee attaches until the railways are com- 
pleted. This must surely be a simple question on the 
construction of the instruments, whatever they are, in 
which the guarantee is contained. It is a question for 
lawyers ; not like that of the Alabama claims, raising 
difficulties in an unsettled branch of international law, 
but merely turning upon the true effect of the words 
used ; and if commissioners can be created competent to 
settle what are in reality nice and delicate questions of 











policy, there certainly ought to be no difficulty in calling 
together a tribunal of jurists to determine the meaning 
of a contract. If, however, the bondholders have lent 
their money without the security of a clear and express 
contract, they ean hardly complain of the difficulties they 
experience, and this position would certainly go far to 
justify the reluctance of the Foreign Office to interfere 
in such matters. 





THE LopGEers’ Goops Protection Act has already 
given indications of its practical working. An attempt 
(unsuccessful it appears in this case) has been made to 
enforce its provisions against a broker who had seized 
the goods of a,s0i disant lodger and made an inventory 
of them, for rent due from her landlord, in spite of the 
remonstrances of the alleged lodger and of her declaration, 
as prescribed by the Act, of the goods being hers, and of 
all rent due from her to her landlord having been paid. 
The alleged lodger, last week, made an application to 
Mr. Paget at the Thames Police Office for a summons 
against the broker, as indicated by the 2nd section, for 
the alleged infraction of the provisions of the statute. 
The magistrate granted the application, remarking that 
it was the first under the Act, and he feared they would 
be numerous, but that he considered the applicant was 
clearly entitled to the summons. The case has since 
been heard by Mr. Paget, and upon the investigation it 
was proved that Robertson, the landlord of the alleged 
lodger, was also her father, and that the goods seized by 
the broker belonged to both, and were brought from Rut- 
land a few yearssince. Both father and daughter had 
a beneficial interest in the goods. The summons was 
dismissed. We do not gather from the report of the case 
whether the dismissal proceeded on the ground of collu- 
sion between the father and daughter, or that any such 
was suggested in the case, or whether, assuming the legal 
relation of landlord and lodger to have been established, 
the decision rested upon the ground of the joint owner- 
ship in the goods. The fact of such ownership seems 
clearly to take the case out of the terms of the Act, which 
can only apply to cases where the immediate tenant, 
from whom the rent is owing to the landlord making the 
distress, has no right of property or beneficial interest 
whatever in the goods which it may be sought to with- 
draw from the liability to seizure. 

Of course, if the father and daughter were jointly 
interested in the ownership of the chattels, the declara- 
tion as to ownership required by the Act must, if 
made by the daughter in this case, have been untrue, 
and that would have sufficed for the dismissal of the 
summons, as the ¢ruth of the declaration and inventory 
is expressly required by the 2nd section to be inquired 
into by the magistrate. It is to be observed that the 
declaration required to be made by the lodger must 
contain the double assertion that the immediate tenant 
to the distraining landlord has no right of property or 
beneficial interest in the furniture or goods distrained, 
and that such furniture or goods are the property, or in 
the lawful possession, of such lodger. According to the 
frame of the Act the declaration and inventory would 
appear to be of the very essence of the remedial 
operation of the statute, and on the truth or untrath 
of these, in all the required particulars, must, it should 
seem, depend the ability of the distraining landlord, or 
his agents, to protect themselves, either before the 
magistrate or in an action at law, from the consequences 
of the illegal distress the commission of which the Act 
would attribute to them, for proceeding with the levy 
after having been served with the declaration and inven- 
tory. 





WE ARE GLAD TO SEE that the police are taking action 
in order to abate the nuisance caused by boys riding on 
the cars of the London Tramway Company. This prac- 
tice, independently of the annoyance to the passengers 
and the danger caused thereby to the boys themselves, is 


46 





$22 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Sept. 16,1871. 











productive of the still further annoyance and trial to the 
nerves of the passengers by these vehicles of attracting 
gangs of other boys to follow the carriages and perform 
their summersaults with the object: of begging for money; 
the whole proceeding being fraught with great danger 
to the boys as well as obstruction to the,thoroughfares 
and inconvenience and alarm to the public. The 
provisions of the Act under which the proceedings 
are taken (the Metropolis Police Act, 2 & 3 Vict. c.47) will, 
if carried out, we doubt not, be found sufficient to abate 
the practice of riding on the carriages, for doing which, 
without the consent of the owner or driver, a fine of five 
shillings can be imposed; or, in the case of children 
apparently under the age of twelve years, the magistrate 
can cause them to be detained (up to the rising of the 
police-court) in order that they may be delivered into the 
care of their parents or guardians. That the duties of 
care and supervision will in all cases be so performed by 
the latter, on their children being restored totheircustody, 
as to prevent the recurrence of the practice, is too much 
to expect, but the infliction of fines and their conse- 
quences on the elder boys will have a deterrent effect on 
the minds of their junior emulators. 





FIXTURES. 
No. II. 

Seventhly, it also presents itself under the doctrine of 
the common law that larceny can only be committed of 
goods and chattels, but not of anything attached to or 
forming part of the land; but no assistance is derived 
from decisions upon this subject, though the analogy has 
misled at least one decision on a question arising between 
landlord and tenant (Grymes v. Boweren, 6 Bing. at p. 
438). It arises in several other cases which turn upon the 
question of whether the things in question are goods and 
chattels. Thus, 

Eighthly, at common law it depends on whether the 
things in question are or are not goods and chattels, 
whether an action of trover will lie for them, or whether 


their price can be recovered under a count for goods 
bargained and sold. Here the question of fixtures or no 
fixtures is directly in point, and decisions that an action 
would not lie because the things sued for were so affixed 
as to make them no longer goods and chattels would 
seem to be authorities upon the question of fixtures, clear 
of all embarrassment caused by the tenant’s exceptional 


privilege of removal. And so the matter was in fact 
treated in Minshull v. Lloyd (2 M. & W. 450), where 
Parke, B., expressly says (at p. 459) that though the 
fixtures there were removable (tenant’s) fixtures, the 
tenant’s right of removal would not have entitled him to 
sue in trover for them; and so it was expressly decided in 
Macintosh v. Trotter (2 M. & W. 184). And this seems 
the reason of the thing, notwithstanding an expression 
to the contrary in the judgment of Maule, J., in Wilde v. 
Waters (16 C. B. at p. 651), which appears to counte- 
nance the idea that the tenant could maintain an action 
of trover where other persons could not; and it is also in 
accordance with what was said in the Exchequer Chamber 
in Dumergue v. Rumsey (12 W. BR. 205, 2 H. & C. at p. 
790). An action of trover, then, will only lie if the 
fixtures have been severed and then converted (as in 
Dalton v. Whittem, 3 Q. B. 961); if they have not, the 
remedy is by @ special form of action, as in London and 
Westminster Loan and Discount Company v. Drake (7 
W. R. 611, 6 C. B. N. 8. 798), 

The point with respect to the action for goods sold and 
delivered was decided in Lee v. Risdon (7 Taunt, 188), 
where that form of action was held not to lie for the 
price of fixtures, they not being goods and chattels. 

Ninthly, it arises onder the “order and disposition ” 
clause of the Bankruptcy Acts, and under the Bills of 
Sale Act, the first of which refers only to “goods and 
chattels,” and the second to “personal chattels.” As 
to the first, zince, after some conflict of opinion, it has 
become settled that the words of the clause do not in- 





clude removable (tenant’s) fixtures, decisions as to what; 
things are so affixed as not to come within this clause are- 
decisions as to what are and what are not fixtures pro- 
perly speaking (Zz parte Rarclay,5 De G. M. & G. 403, 
410). Under the second Act a similar question arose in 
Mather v, Fraser (4 W. R. 887, 2 K. & J. 536), where, 
on the ground that the property included in a mortgage 
consisted of fixtures, the Vice-Chancellor held that it 
did not need registration under the Act. 

Tenthly, if the fact of annexation to the freehold is 
by itself sufficient to prevent the right of distress attach- 
ing to things so annexed, notwithstanding the things so 
annexed are as between landlord and tenant removable 
by the tenant, a decision against the right of distress 
would be a clear decision as to the question of fixtures in 
general, and would stand wholly unrelated to the excep- 
tional privilege of removal. Such was the case of Hellawell 
v. Eastwood (6 Ex. 295), which, however, has, apparently 
without much consideration of the ground of the decision, 
been repeatedly distinguished in fixture cases on the mere 
ground that it was a case between landlord and tenant (see 
12 Cl. & F.312,2 K. & J. 586, L. R. 5 Q. B. 137). It is diffi- 
cult to know what todo with a case which is set aside and 
left standing out of the way, while the grounds on which 
it is decided are overruled. That decision clearly pro- 
ceeded on the ground that the machines there distrained 
were not part of the freehold (any more than carpets), 
and that (which tests the former) they would have gone 
to the executor and not to the heir, both these proposi- 
tions have been since authoritatively denied (see the cases. 
cited). Either it must be taken that, though the rules. 
there laid down as tests of fixture or no fixture have been 
approved, yet their application is dissented from; or, if 
that case was rightly decided, it will follow that, although 
the landlord cannot distrain upon his own fixtures, which 
must needs be part of the thing demised (as was the case 
in Pitt v. Shew, 4B. & A. 206, though the distinction 
was not noticed), yet he can distrain upon the tenant’s 
(removable) fixtures, provided, that is, it can be done 
without damage; and every case which distinguishes 
Hellawell y. Eastwood, on the mere ground that it was a 
case between landlord and tenant, tends to affirm the 
latter proposition. 

The instances above enumerated fall into three classes: 
first, those where the question has been whether the things 
in question fall strictly under the description of goods and 
chattels (7, 8, and 9); second, where the question has been 
whether they form part and parcel of the land so as to 
increase its annual value, or to be freed from execution 
under fi. fa., or from distress (5, 6, 10); and third 
whether, as part and parcel of the land, they are 
recovered, transmitted, and alienated with it (1, 2, 3, 4). 
The first two questions seem identical, nor is it possible 
to find any difference capable of explanation between any 
of the three. 

Let us therefore seek in the cases thus enumerated the 
test of what are fixtures; and although it is not possible 
to find any reason for the application of different rules 
to those several cases, or to find in the decisions them- 
selves any principle of distinction laid down, yet, that it 
may be seen what was the nature of the authorities 
cited, it shall be stated to which olass each case quoted 
belongs. 

First, then, to convert a movable into a fixture 
an actual annexation is necessary; itis not sufficient that 
the thing stands fast by its own weight, even though it 
has a fixed bed or foundation prepared for it. In Rew v. 
Otley (1 B, & Ad. 161), a settlement case, where unless 
a wooden windmill resting on a brick foundation were 
reckoned as part of the tenement, the annual value 
would not be enough to create a settlement, Bayley, J., 
said (at p. 165)—* The question is, whether the mill be 
parcel of a tenement? To be so it must be part and 
parcel of the freehold, Now, it is not parcel of the 
freehold unless it be affixed to it, or to something pre- 
viously connected with it. Here the mill was not affixed 
to the land, but merely rested on a foundation of brick. 
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The sessions have found that if it had stood upon the 
ground it would have worked as well. If it had, the 
only difference would have been that it probably would 
have rotted. This is analogous to the case of a barn set 
upon pillars, and that is nothing more than a chattel. 
The windmill in this case would clearly have gone to the 
executor, and not to the heir;” and Parke, J., says (at 

, 166)—* To constitute a tenement it is necessary that 
the structure should be affixed to the -soil, or to some- 
thing annexed to the soil, Here the windmill rested 
merely upon the brick foundation, without being annexed 
to it by cement.” To the same effect is Horn v. 
Baker (9 East 215), a case under the order and disposi- 
tion clause; Wansborough v. Maton (4A. & E. 884), a 
case of trover; Wiltshear v. Cottrell (1 E. & B. 674), a 
case between vendor and purchaser; Mather v. Fraser, 
(2K. & J. at p. 559), He parte Astbury (17 W. R. 997, 
L, R. 4 Ch. 630, 638-9), and Longbottom v. Berry (L. R. 
5 Q. B. at pp. 129, 139, No. 30), cases between mortgagor 
and mortgagee. (See also Beaufort v. Bates, 10 W. R. 
200,3 De G. F. & J. 381), The object and effect of the fixed 
structures in these cases being merely to raise the articles 
in question off the ground, but not to keep them fast and 
immovable by fixing them to the ground, or to anything 
annexed to it, the cases differ from that where a thing is 
held firm by fitting, without any fastening, into a hole 
prepared for it. In this last case, however, the same rule 
has been applied, and looms fitting into an ironed hole 
in the floor, called a loom-foot, were held (between 
mortgagor and mortgagee) not to be fixtures (Kay v. 
Hutchinson, 23 Beav. 413; see also Boyd v. Sharrock, 16 
W. BR. 102, L. R. 5 Eq. at pp. 79, 80). Poles for clothes 
lines, fitting into wooden sockets in the ground, might 
furnish another example; although the wooden tops used 
to keep the water out of the sockets when the poles 
were not in use would be an instance on the oppo- 
site side. Ifa thing, though standing by its own 


weight, is besides embedded (as in Hx parte Astbury), 
it scarcely needs to be said that it is not within the above 


description. 

But, secondly, it is not necessary in order to make 
a thing a fixture that any very considerable force 
should be required to disengage it. ‘“ Everything (says 
Maule, J.), “is removable; it is in all cases but a 
question of degree’ (16 C. B. 641, in Wilde v. Waters). 
But although the degree, materially and physically, to 
which a thing is affixed may be so great as to supersede 
every other consideration, yet in the lesser degrees of 
fixedness the question is largely determined by the na- 
ture of the article and the purpose of its annexation. 
How slight an annexation will suffice to establish the 
character of a fixture, if the remaining circumstances are 
favourable, may be seen from what is said by Wood, V.C., 
in Mather v. Fraser (2 K. & J. 586). ‘‘ According to the 
old rule of law, if that which would otherwise have been 
& chattel had been affixed to the soil, whether by nails, 
Screws, or otherwise, it passed along with the soil to 
which it was so fixed. In the relation of landlord and 
tenant, but in that relation alone, the rule of law was 
relaxed for the encouragement of trade.” This case, which 
was between mortgagor and mortgagee, isin accordance with 
the decisions in the similar oases of Place v. Fagg (4 M. & 
R. 277), Walmsiey v. Milne (7 0. B. N.S. 115), Ze parte 
Reynali (2 Mont. D. & De G. 448), Ha parte Cotton (id. 
726), Hw parte Belcher (4 Dea. & 0. 708), Cullwiok v. 
Swindell (15 W. R. 206, L. R. 8 Hq. 249), Boyd v. Shar- 
rock (L. R. 5 Hq. 72), Climie v. Wood (L. R. 4 Ex. 528), 
Longbottom v. Berry (L. R. 5 Q. B. 128), to which may 
be added (on account of the opinions expressed in it, 
although, according to Dallas, O.J., it did not necessarily 
turn upon the question of fixture or no fixture) the case 
of Stewart v. Lombe (1 Brod. & B, 506), where a wind- 
mill, similar in other respects to that in Rew v. Otley, 
differed from it in being fastened by ties to the ground, 
The parallel cases of Fisher v. Diwon (12 Ol, & F, 812), 
between heir and executor; Wilde v. Waters (16 0. B. 617), 
& case of trover (as to which see also Dumergue v. Rumsey, 





12 W. R. 205, 2 H. & C. 777, per Williams, J., at p. 790); 
Rex v. St. Dunstan’s (4 B. & C. 686), a settlement case; 
Winn v. Ingleby (5 B. & A. 625), a case of fixtures taken 
under a fi. fa. against the owner of the freehold of "he 
house; and Horn v. Baker (9 East, 215), a case of order 
and disposition (followed by other cases which are summed 
upin Zz parte Barclay,5 De G. M. & G. 403), are all to 
the same effect. Colegrave v. Dios Santos (2B. &C. 76), a 
case of trover between vendor and purchaser, may be 
alo referred to, but it is in fact no authority as to what 
are fixtures, for some of the things there sued for were 
clearly fixtures, and for that reason the plaint necessarily 
failed in the whole: see per Abbott, O.J., at p. 78. 


(To be continued.) 





THE SUMMER ASSIZES. 
(Continued from p. 814.) 
MIDLAND CIRCUIT. 

The business on the Midland Circuit was finished at 
Leeds on Wednesday last, having commenced at Warwick 
on the 7th of July. On theearlier part of the circuit the 
business was very light, and at several of the towns it 
turned out that much more time had been allowed for 
the trial uf causes and prisoners than was at all necessary. 
At Warwick, for instance, both cause list and calendar 
were very light, and everything was finished on Tuesday, 
July 11th, while the commission day at Derby was fixed 
for the 13th. At Derby, again, the whole of the work 
was finished by Saturday, 15th, leaving Monday and part 
of Tuesday unoccupied, time which both judges and suitors 
would have been glad to have availed themselves of at 
Nottingham, where the cause list was more than ordinarily 
heavy, and in consequence both judges were occupied at 
that place until late on Lincoln commission day, and the 
commission there was opened by deputy. Here too the 
business was light; there were only 8 causes, 6 common 
juries and 2 special, with 21 prisoners, and at York, the 
commission for which place was opened on the 27th, the 
civil work was finished on the 31st, but as the calendar 
was heavy, comprising two charges of murder, the time 
of the judges was tolerably fully occupied. 

At Leeds, the commission day for which was August 
2nd, the list on both sides of the court was more than 
ordinarily heavy. There were 64 cases, 25 of which were 
set down to be tried by special juries; the calendar con- 
tained the names of 77 prisoners, amongst whom 2 
were charged with murder, 5 with perjury, 5 with man- 
slaughter, and 12 with robbing with violence. The causes 
were, on the wile, not of a very important character. 
One case of Muon v. The Great Northern Railway Com- 
pany, which was a claim for personal injuries sustained 
in the Newark accident, and in which Sir John Karslake 
was specially retained for the company, resulted in a ver- 
dict for the defendants. The list contained 35 actions 
on contracts, 25 on torts, 2 ejectments, and 2 
issues out of the Court of Probate, and we can only find 
7 instances in which sums of £200 and upwards were re- 
covered by the verdict of the jury, and this when there 
were as many as 30 verdicts for the plaintiff. Of course, 
the amount recovered is not an infallible test of the im- 
portance of the questions at issue, especially in Yorkshire, 
where so much litigation is caused by the infraction of 
water rights, which, although the verdict is often taken 
for a nominal amount, very often affect property and 
undertakings of very great extent. For all this, we think 
it must be admitted that the actions tried in Yorkshire 
are of a much more trivial character and involve smaller 
sums of money than those which are decided at Liverpool 
and Manchester. The assizes at Leeds lasted altogether 
fortnight, although both judges sat at nine each morning, 
and during five days were assisted by commissioners in 
getting through the oriminal work. 

The statistics we have given above as to the amount of 
time wasted at some places and the pressure of business 
which ooourred at others, a state of things which we be- 
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lieve would be found to exist on most other circuits, can- 
not, we think, fail to suggest to any one who reads them 
that the present system of circuits is not adapted to the 
requirements of the present day. Can it be necessary to 
carry judges and bar and attorneys through so many small 
towns to try sofew causes? We are far from wishing to 
advocate the localization of the bench or the bar, but 
without doing this, would it not, with our present facilities 
for locomotion, be much cheaper, easier, and better for 
all parties concerned to have the assize towns reduced in 
number, and to group the business of the country around 
several large centres where greater facilities for the trial 
of causes might be secured than is generally offered by 
most of the circuit towns. We are far, also, from wishing 
to put more work on the judges than they at present have 
to do, or to rob them of any holiday which they may be 
able to obtain, either directly or indirectly, but we do not 
think that the sort of relaxation which they require or 
would wish for is such as may be secured by a few days 
of enforced idleness in one circuit town, at the expense of 
a great pressure of business in the next. 
NorFo.Lk Crrcurr. 

The business of the Norfolk Circuit in the summer of 
1871 has probably been less than was ever before known. 
The nine counties composing the circuit produced a. total 
of 27 causes, giving an average of 3 for each county, but 


as 2 or 8 of these were new trials the number of causes | 
actually to be credited to the circnit was even less. Of | 
| there were four prisoners for trial: two charged with 


the whole number 6 only were for trial by special juries, 


and it may be said of the list generally that it contained | 


no cause of much importance. The largest num- 
ber for trial at any one place was 8—viz., 
at Norwich. As might be expected under such condi- 
tions the actions were fully and fairly tried out, indeed, 
in some instances, it might be thought they were even 
too fully tried; though this is a complaint that might 


more probably come from the bench or the bar than from | 
| The remaining cause was an action for the price of 
| timber, and was referred. At Beaumaris there were five 


the suitors. It is certainly not an encouraging thing for 
those who wish to pay their way on the circuit to find 
the Nisi Prius judge assisting his brother in the Crown 
Court in the middle of the first day of business; and yet 
this is now by no means uncommon. No doubt the 
dearth of business is largely attributable to the extended 
jurisdiction of the county courts, and, in the maritime 
counties, to the jurisdiction conferred on the county 
courts in Admiralty matters. 
get their causes so well tried in the eheaper tribunals, 
yet, if they are much cheaper, they are sure to have re- 


much of the expense of trials at the assizes might often 
be avoided. For instance, wherever there is an entry 
of more than, say, four causes at an assize town—and the 


entry might be allowed to be made beforethecircnit reached | 
the town—a paper might be published each evening con- | 
before the Court, both of which ended ina reference. 


taining the namesof not morethan foureauses beyond which 
the Court would not go the next day, and the witnesses 
could easily be called up by telegraph, instead of having 
to kick their heels about a country town for perhaps a 
week, running up heavy bills, and never knowing when 
their case may be reached. On small circuits like the 
Norfolk, where “ rotten” causes are not entered as at 
Croydon or Kingston, it would very seldom be the case 
that four causes could be disposed of in less that a day ; 
and a daily cause paper would be of particular benefit at 
the last place on the circnit, For civil business, at all 
events, two or three of the smaller counties might well 
be consolidated, provided there is easy railway communi- 
cation between them. Eut there is also another cause 
which contributes to the dearth of business over a 
large part of the Norfolk cirenit, which we have not 
heard of elsewhere, viz., the county court judge of the 
district taking references, as a barrister, of actions in the 
superior courts, which would otherwise have been tried 
at the assizes. We believe that both Lord Chelmsford 
and Lord Cairns, when they filled the office of Chancellor, 
prohibited this practice. 





Although suitors may not | 
| money in repairs, &c. Ruthin yielded no cause, there were 
| six prisoners for trial; of these, one charged with man- 
course to them. We cannot help thinking, however, that : 
| with rape, were all respectively acquitted. Of the 





NortH WALES CIRCUIT. 

At Newtown, the first assize town, there were five 
prisoners for trial, all for trivial offences. Of these, 
three were convicted. There were two civil causes—one 
at the suit of a shoemaker at Newtown against an in- 
spector in the employment of the Cambrian Railways 
Company for a malicious prosecution, and the other by 
his son against the same defendant for a similar cause of 
action. Both plaintiffs had been charged together by the 
defendant for stealing some iron chairs lying loose on 
the railway. The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff 
in the first action for £30, and in the second for £15, 
At Dolgelly there was only one prisoner for trial (a 
stranger to the county), charged with housebreaking, and 
found guilty. The cause list contained one common and 
two special jury causes. The common jury cause was 
an action for contribution by one surety against another, 
who had been compelled to pay the amount of a 
bill of exchange to which they were both parties, 
Verdict for the plaintiff. One of the special jury. 
causes was an action of ejectment which resulted 
in a verdict for the plaintiff. The other was an 
action of trespass brought to determine the line of 
boundary between two purchasers from the same vendor. 


| The learned judge ruled that the map attached to the 
| plaintiff's conveyance was to be followed in laying out 


the boundary, and it was referred to a surveyor to lay out. 
the boundary in accordance with that plan. At Carnarvon 


manslaughter were acquitted. The cause list contained 
four causes, three of them special juries. One of these 
involved a claim to the exclusive right of fishing in the 


| river Lledr, and resulted in a verdict for the defendant. 
| The other two special jury causes were actions by the 
| widows of the men who were killed by the explosion of 


nitro-glycerine at Cwmyglo. Both actions were ultimately 
compromised by the payment of small sums of money. 


prisoners for trial, one charged with manslaughter and 
acquitted; the others charged with larceny—two con- 
victed and two acquitted. There were two civil causes 
for trial. One for a money demand, which was compro- 


| mised. The other (tried by a special jury) av ejectment 
| for breaches of the covenants of a farming lease, which 


was compromised by the defendant undertaking to lay out 


slaughter,another with cutting and wounding,and another 


others, one charged with burglary was convicted, The 
remainder were charges of larceny, which also resulted 
in convictions. At Mold there was no prisoner for 
trial. Several causes were entered, but only two came 


The business on the South Wales Circuit and at Chester 
was of the ordinary character at these assizes, and fur- 
nished nothing particular requiring notice. 





BUSINESS OF THE COURT OF CHANCERY. 

In order to give an idea of the business disposed of by 
the Court of Chancery during the period which may be 
estimated as equivalent to that of the Summer Assizes, 
we have compiled the following 
TAauLe sHowinec THz Numpar or MATTERS DISPOSED OF IX 


Court puRiInG tHe Srrrincs IN AND AFTER TRINITY 
Tums, 1871 anv 1870. 
1871. 1870. 


Re-hearings and mel 
Appeal motions ; 

Appeal petitions 

Other petitions re 
Original motions ae 
Appeals from Stannaries Court 
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1871. 1870. 
i 11 

3 5 
362 383 
38 46 


Demurrers.... re 
Exceptions... xs bE eta 
Motions for decree 


Special cases ... ea ee ae 7 
Further considerations an «ev, 856... 975 
Matters adjourned from Chambers... 172 ~_ 
Petitions under Companies Acts ... 38 35 
Other petitions ae se cag; Oe 904 
Special motions sae 486 426 
Motions of course... peat eke oe 83 
Comparing the two periods a very marked increase ap- 
in most of the items of the foregoing table. If we 
add up each of the two columns (excluding from 1871 the 
number of “ matters adjourned from chambers,” which 
item was not in the year 1870 included in the returns, 
and are now for the first time enumerated) we find that 
the column showing the matters disposed of in 1871 ex- 
ceeds that for 1870 by no less than 176. It is remark- 
able that in the Court of Chancery, where the system is 
not compulsory, no suitor has for two years availed him- 
self of the services of a jury. 

The increasing number of appeals is a fair index of 
the estimation in which the judicial strength of: the 
Chancery Courts of first instance are now held. Up to 
about the year 1867 very great confidence was uniformly 
felt in the ability of the judges. Since then the feeling 
has been that, excepting always the tenures of office of 
the present Vice-Chancellor Wickens and of Vice-Chan- 
cellors James and Giffard, the Chancery Courts of first 
instance have been not so strong as formerly. 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR 1871. 


Cap. XI.—An Act to make further provision in reference 
to loans obtained under the Poor Law Acts. 

By the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, money bor- 
towed for the purposes of unions, parishes, or districts, 
was directed to be paid by annual instalments of not less 
than one-tenth of the sum borrowed. The period of re- 
payment was, by 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 107, extended to twenty 
years, and by the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1868, and 
the Union Loans Act, 1869, a period of thirty years was 
settled for the repayment of such loans, 

The present Act is principally intended to meet the 
case of loans subsisting at the time of the passing of the 
last-mentioned Acts, and by section 1 enacts that, as to 
loans contracted before the passing of the Union Loans 
Act, 1869, repayable (but not repaid) by annual instal- 
ments not exceeding twenty, the board of guardians, &c., 
with the consent of the persons entitled to receive repay- 
ment, and with the approval of the Poor Law Commis- 
sioners, may (either by indorsement or a separate deed) 
extend the time of repayment to such length as if the loan 
had been originally contracted for a period not exceeding 
thirty years, The validity of the original charge (as 
thus extended) to remain. If. several loans obtained 
from the same person or persons are redeemed at 
the same time the balances may be consolidated, and 
if a new loan be obtained, it may be made repayable 
within thirty years of the time when the latest loan was 
contracted, 

Section 2 empowers the guardians, &o., having borrowed 
or hereafter borrowing money, if they can obtain money 
at a lower rate of interest, to obtain the authority of the 
Poor Law Board to redeem (but as to loans outstanding 
at passing of this Act only with the consent of those to 
whom they may be owing) the balance of such loan, and 
On obtaining the same may borrow the requisite amount 
to redeem such balance, and charge the fund originally 
charged with the payment with the repayment of such new 
loan. Section 8 enables the repayment of loans by half- 
yearly instalments, and (with the consent of the lenders) 
loans may be repaid by half-yearly instalments of princi- 
pal and interest, though contracted to be paid by annual 
instalments. 





Cap. XII.—An Act to further amend the law relating to 
fairs in England aud Wales, 

The privilege of holding a fair is generally a valuable 
property vested in some person or body corporate ani 
productive of profit by the right of levying tolls. Bu’ 
as certain advantages may (and in the original institn- 
tion of fairs generally did) accrue to the residents near 
the privileged locality, from the creation of a market with 
(inter alia) the legal advantages of being enabled to deal 
in market overt (which every fair is), the right, when 
once granted, is considered to be one in which the public 
are interested as well as the “ owner” or grantee of the 
rights. Hence the necessity of legislative sanction to 
carry out the objects of this Act. 

The recital affirms that certain fairs held in England 
and Wales are unnecessary, and the cause of immorality, 
and injurious to the inhabitants of the places where they 
are held, and it is expedient to facilitate their abolition; 
and after, by section 2, defining the term “ owner,” pro- 
ceeds, by section 3, to authorise the Home Secretary, on 
the representation of the magistrates of petty sessions of 
the district where such fair is held, or of the owner of 
any fair in England or Wales, that it would be for the 
convenience or advantage of the public that such fair 
should be abolished (with the previous consent in writing 
of the owner for the time being of such fair, or of the 
tolls and duties payable in respect thereof) to order that 
such fair shall be abolished. Notice is to be given of 
such representation, and of the time when the Secretary 
of State will take it into consideration, once in the Lon- 
don Gazette, and in three successive weeks in some local 
newspaper, as defined by the Act. And by section 4 no- 
tice of the order of the Secretary of State is directed to 
be given in the London Gazeie and in some local news- 
paper, and thereupon such fair shall be abolished. The 
Act to be cited as “ The Fairs Act, 1871.” 


Cap. XIII.—An Act to facilitate gifts of land for public 
parks, schools,and museums. : 

By the Statutes of Mortmain, and particularly by the 
statute 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, restrictions (it is well known) 
are imposed on the granting of lands for charitable pur- 
poses, For the objects indicated by this Act it is considered 
that a greater public benefit will be gained by the in- 
fraction, than the preservation, of those statutory rules. 
Section 3 interprets the meaning of the terms “ public 
park,” “elementary school,” “ school house,” and “ public 


i ” 
museum. 


By section 4, after the passing of the Act, land of any 
tenure may be given by deed, or will, or codicil for the 
purposes only of a public park, school house for an ele- 
mentary school, or a public museum, as well as bequests 
of personal estate to be applied in the purchase of land 
for the same purposes, the statute 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, and 
the other Statutes of Mortmain notwithstanding. But by 
section 5 every will or codicil containing such gift, and 
every deed containing such gift or assurance and made 
otherwise than for full and valuable consideration, must 
be made twelve calendar months, at least, before the 
death of the testator or grantor, and be enrolled in the 
books of the Charity Commissioners within six calendar 
months from the time when the same deed or testamentary 
instrument comes into operation, The novel principle 
(to our law) appears to be the requirement of a definite 
period between the factwm of the will and the death of 
the testator to validate guoad hoc the testamentary dis- 
position, The enrolment in the books of the charity 
commissioners will, apparently, as to gifts by deed, be a 
substitute for the enrolment in chancery required by the 
Act 9 Geo. 2,0, 36, As to wills or codicils, by the terms 
of the Act, the enrolment is only necessary after the 
death of the testator. By section 6, not more than twenty 
acres are to be given by will to any one public park or 
more than two aores to any one public museum, or more 
than one acre for any one school house. The present 
powers of disposition are cumulative and leave unaffected 


any previously existing powers (section 7). 
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Cap. XIV.—An Act to provide for the vesting of county 
property in the clerk of the peace for the county. 

This Act supplements the Act 21 & 22 Vict. c. 92, 
which is called the principal Act, by providing for the 
application of the principal Act to lands, &c., which, at 
the time of the passing of the principal Act, had been 
acquired by the justices of the peace of any county, &c., 
for public uses, the same as if such lands, &c., had been 
acquired under any Act of Parliament; and also (section 
2) provides for the vesting in the clerk of the peace of 
lands purchased or taken in exchange under the Lunatic 
Asylums Act, 1853. 


Cap. XVII.—An Act to make provision for bank holi- 
days, and respecting obligations to make payments, and 
do other acts on such bank holidays. 

Previously to the passing of this Act the only days 
which affected the maturing of bills of exchange and 
promissory notes were Sundays, Christmas-day, Good 
Friday, and such days as should be appointed by 
Royal proclamation for solemn fasts or thanksgivings. 
The common law determined as to the two first cases, 
and the Legislature (39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 42,8. 1, and 
7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 15,8. 2) as to the two second, that when 
bills or notes fall due on one of the days before named 
they should be deemed to be payable, presentable, and 
liable to be noted on the day before such days, as if such 
preceding day had been the duly appointed day of payment. 

This Act, leaving the law untouched as to Sundays, 
Christmas-day, and Good Friday, declares, by reference to 
a schedule, that certain days, being, as to England and 
Ireland, Easter Monday, the monday in Whitsun week, 
the first Monday in August, and the 26th of December, 
if a week day, shall be kept as close holidays in all banks 
in England and Ireland; and all bills and notes due on 
any such bank holiday shall be payable, and in case of 
non-payment may be noted and protested on the next 
following day, and not on such bank holiday, such noting 
and protest to be as valid as if made on the day the bill 
or note was made due; the day next following to mean 
the next following day on which a bill of exchange may 
be lawfully noted or protested. Provision is made (sec- 
tion 2) for giving notice of dishonour, and for presenting 
and receiving for acceptance and forwarding to a referee, 
on the day after a bank holiday, when such bank holiday 
happens on a day which otherwise would be the proper 
day for doing these things. 

Section 3 relieves the obligation of making any pay- 
ment or doing any act upon a bank holiday the doing of 
which woald not be compulsory on a Christmas-day or 
Good Friday, and the obligation is shifted to the follow- 
ing day, payment or performance on which is to be 
equivalent to doing the same on the holiday. Special 
days may be appointed by Royal proclamation (in the 
manner in which solemn fasts or thanksgivings may be 
appointed) throughout the United Kingdom, or in any 
part or county, city or district, to be kept as close holidays 
by all bauks within the locality, and as regards all bills 
aad notes payable in such locality, the day so appointed 
is to be deemed a bank holiday for all the purposes of 
this Act. The days appointed by the Act may, in like 
manner (section 5) (when specially made to appear 
expedient to her Majesty in Council) be varied in any 
year, and others appointed, and the appointed days are 
to be substituted for those appointed by the Act. 

It should be remembered that, as to those cases in 
which the change of the day of payment is due to the law 
aa it stood previously to this Act, payment is accelerated, 
bua: in the present Act the rule cam partem sequt que minus 
onerat seems to have been followed, in the interest of the 
debtor, and the operation of a bank holiday (taking effect 
under thie enactment) is to postpone the day of pay- 
ment, 

The Act extends to Scotland, but the days appointed for 
bank holidays in that part of the United Kingdom vary 
bs — respecte from those applicable to England and 

re . 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


COMMON LAW. 


Costs ON APPEAL TO HovseE oF LORDS AND 
EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
Gann v. Johnson, C.P., 19 W. R. 952. 

The practical point decided in this case is that upon: 
appeal the direction and order of the Appeal Court as to. 
costs should always be acted upon. In one case (Peek v. 
North Staffordshire Railway, 4 B. & S. 627) the Court of 
Queen’s Bench allowed a successful appellant to the 
House of Lords from the Exchequer Chamber his costs in 
the Exchequer Chamber. That case, however, is insuffi- 
ciently reported, and, as Mr. Justice Montagu Smith says 
in the present case, it is difficult to see the legal founda- 
tion on which the Court there granted the costs, There 
is this difference between the cases, that in the former 
case, the costs would probably have been given by the 
House of Lords if they had been asked for, while in the 
present case they probably would not. As Mr. Justice 
Willes points out, the ordinary rule being to give costs to 
a successful respondent, but not to a successful appellant. 
Of course in the present case the judges do not purpose 
to overrule Peek v. The North Staffordshire Railway (4 B. 
& S. 627), but it may be taken as practically overruled, 
as no Court would be likely to follow it. An order say- 
ing nothing about costs is really equivalent to a refusal 
of costs in all cases where costs are discretionary. They 
must therefore be given, ifat all, by the Court of Appeal. 





AcTION ON Lost BILL. 


King v. Zimmermann, C.P., 19 W. R, 1009, 
L. RB. 6 GC. P. 466. 


The penalty upon a plaintiff who commences an ac- 
tion upon a lost bill without offering an indemnity is, 
that he cannot afterwards obtain an order under section 
87 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, without 
paying the costs incurred by the defendant in setting 
up the defence to which he is at common law entitled. 





PRINCIPAL AND AGENT MAY BOTH BE.LIABLE AT 
SAME TIME ON CONTRACT—ELECTION TO CHARGB 
ONE NOT EQUIVALENT TO ELECTION TO DISCHARGE 
THE OTHER. 


Calder vy. Dobeli, Ex.Ch. from O.P., 19 W. R. 978. 


We commented at some length on the decision of this 
case in the court below, and have little to add to what 
we then said. It must, we presume, now be taken that 
there is authority for saying that in the case of a con- 
tract made by an agent for an undisclosed principal, each 
is liable, not as has commonly been supposed, at the 
election of the other party, but until released by the 
other party. The case in the Common Pleas certainly 
decided that an election to charge the agent was not 
equivalent to an election to discharge the principal. 
This, however, arose not upon the leave reserved, but 
upon the application for a rule on the ground of mis- 
direction. As to this the defendant could not appeal as 
a matter of right, but would have to obtain leave of the 
Court to do so. It does not appear that this was ob- 
tained, and the report of the case in the Exchequer 
Chamber states the appeal to have been from the 
refusal of the rule to enter a verdict, and says nothing 
of any appeal from the refusal of the rule for a new trial 
on the ground of misdirection. 

If this is correct the most important point involved in 
the case was not strictly before the Court in the Exchequer 
Chamber. Whether it was or not, however, the Chief 
Baron seems to have given his opinion upon it very 
strongly. He says that the election could only be de- 
termined where the contending party sues the agent to 
judgment. This certainly seems too broadly stated. 
Probably the learned judge meant that {t was only in that 
case that the party could, asa matter of law, be held con- 
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clusively to have elected. It is impossible to say that 
suing the agent at all, even without proceeding to judg- 
ment, is not evidence of an election upon which a jury 
might, and we think ought, to act. It is noticeable that 
Mr. Justice Blackburn, who concurs in the judgment, 
says nothing upon the point of election. 





ADMIRALTY. 
MARITIME LIEN FOR NECESSARIES. 
The Two Eliens, Adm., 19 W. R. 983, L. R. 3 A. & E. 


‘¢ A maritime lien does not include or require posses- 
sion. The word is used in maritime law, not in the strict 
legal sense in which we understand it in courts of com- 
mon law, in which case there could be no lien where 
- there was no possession, actual or constructive; but to 
express, as if by analogy, the nature of claims which 
neither presuppose nor originate in possession. This was 
well understood in the civil law, by which there might 
te a pledge with possession, and by which in either case 
the right travelled with the thing into whosoever’s pos- 
sessionitcame. . It is inchoate from the moment 
the claim or privilege attaches, and when carried into 
effect by legal process, by a proceeding in rem, relates 
back to the period whenit first attached” (Bold Buccléeugh, 
7 Moo. P. C. 284-5). 

-* As the law now stands (1835), material men without 
possession have no lien upon a ship itself for supplies 
furnished in England . . . because the law of Eng- 
land never had adopted the rule of the civil law with 
regard to necessaries furnished herein England” (Neptune, 
8 Knapp, 114). 

Now, the Court of Admiralty, acting in rem, required 
this maritime lien to ground its jurisdiction. Hence, it 
followed that unless the supply of necessaries or other 
event grounding the claim, created at the time and place 
where it happened, a maritime lien, the Court could not 
interfere. It could not enforce it against the ship, be- 
cause, in fact, there existed no charge upon the ship to 
enforce. 

The 3 & 4 Vict. c. 65, 8. 6, gave the Court of Admiralty 
power to decide all claims for necessaries supplied to any 
foreign ship or sea-going vessel and toenforce the payment 
thereof, although the necessaries were furnished within 
this country. In the Alecander Larsen, 1841 (1 W. Rob. 
288), it was held by Dr. Lushington that the effect of this 
section was only to extend the power of the Court, and 
to confer upon it ‘‘a jurisdiction to be employed in every 
lawful mode which the Court has the power to exercise 
for enforcing the payment; it might be by arresting the 
person of the owner if he were resident here, or by arrest- 
ing the property in case a necessity occurred.” In the 
Gustaf also, 1862 (Lush. 506), the same judge held that 
the shipwright’s actual primary lien for necessaries took 
precedence of the contemporary claims for necessaries, 
such claims not possessing ‘‘ ad origine a lien,’’ but carry- 
ing only “a statutory remedy against the res, which is 
essentially different.” On the other hand, in 1859, the 
same judge had already held inthe West Friesland (Swabey, 
454) that the supply of necessaries to aforeignship in Eng- 
land since the Act did so far create a maritime lien that 
the charge followed the ship into the hands of purchasers. 
In the Hila A, Clark, 1868 (Br. & L, 82), he gave a 
similar decision, and explained away (not very distinotly 
or consistently) what he had said in the Alewander 
Larsen. He described the purpose of the Act, as being 
only to give a remedy by the seizure of the ship when 
an action at common law would not be available by 
reason of the shipowner’s absence from the jurisdiction; 
and assigns as the reason why the statute must he held 
to have created a maritime lien, that it “ has (impliedly) 
—— the Court to proceed as in the case of such a 

en,” 

But again in the Pacific, 1864 (Br. & L, 243), the 
sane judge held that under the corresponding Sth seo- 
tion of 24 Viot. 0. 10, which extends the juriediotion to 





the case of necessaries supplied to an English ship else- 
where than in her own port, provided the owner be at the 

institution of the suitdomiciled abroad, no lien was created; 
saying, that “ against the foreign vessel a real action is 
given to the material man in all cases, because the 
owner is assumed to be beyond the jurisdiction ;"” but 
that as against the English ship no remedy is given, 
unless the owner is domiciled abroad at the time of in- 
stituting the suit; and that, therefore, until the institu- 

tion of the suit, the material man does not obtain the 
ship as security. He adhered to this decision in the 
Trouhadour, 1866 (L. R. 1 A. & E. 302), when the 

material man failed as against a mortgagee in possession 

at the time of the supply. In the case of The Two Ellens 
his successor has now followed these authorities, but not 

without expressing his strong dissent. 

The chief argument urged against this view on the 
present occasion was, that it proceeded on the fallacy 
that a maritime lien cannot be suspended, as it would 
be necessary to hold if in this case the statute created 
such a lien. But the real difficulty is to show that the 
statute created a lien, which apart from the statute 
confessedly did not exist according to English law. 
The only thing that can be thought to create the 
lien is the statutory words that give enforceability by 
Admiralty process to the claim. That enforceability 
is only given in the event of the owner being 
domiciled out of the jurisdiction at the institution of 
the suit ; except in the event of his absence it never 
arises, If the owner was domiciled here when the debt 
was contracted, the creditor could not sue in the 
Admiralty Court; if he afterwards goes away to an- 
other domicile, the right of suit for-the first time 
begins; if he never changes his domicile, it never 
arises at all. The plaintiff, however, says that the 
possibility of the jurisdiction ever arising presupposes 
the existence of a lien, for it is only through the 
existence of a lien, which is a jus in rem, that the 
Court acts upon the vessel. But why should not the 
application of the plaintiff to the Court for its assistance 
made under the statutory conditions be the very act 
which creates the lien and grounds the jurisdiction, in 
the same way as a demand (when a formal demand is 
necessary) ie made by the issuing of a writ, and the ac- 
tion reckoned to be duly commenced ? The enforceability 
of an existing right may often fail by reason of the person 
or the res not being within the jurisdiction, but the instance 
which the plaintiff seeks to establish would surely be 
the single instance of an existing right which became 
enforceable only by reason of the person going out of 
the jurisdiction; and the effect of this would be that a 
third person who took the thing freed from any enforce- 
able claim might by reason of this mere contingency 
find himself postponed to a previous claim, which, so far 
as had before appeared, might never be enforceable at 
all 


It would be more consistent with reason, and 
more consistent with the principle of English law, and 
we believe also with justice, rather to retracethe steps that 
have been taken, and to restore Dr. Lushington’s earlier 
view that no lien is created even by the 3 & 4 Viet. c. 65, 
until the institution of the suit, 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ancugr Antony Curve, barrister-atlaw, of the 
Oxford Circuit, has been appointed to assist the Right Hon . 
Russell Gurney, Q.C., in the | matters arising out of 
the British Claims Commission about to assemble at Wash- 
ington, Mr. Clive was educated at Lincoln College, Oxford, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1864, and is a fellow of that 
institution, He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in January, 1868, and has since practised on the Oxford 
Circuit, also attending the Hereford and Gloucester sessions. 
Mr. Clive sailed for America in the suite of Mr, Russell 
Gurney on the 9th instant, 
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COURTS. 


THE ALBERT LIFE ASSURANCE 
ARBITRATION. * 
(Before Lord Carens.) 


June 17.—Re The Albert Life Assurance Company, Lewine’s 
Case. 

Insurance company— Winding up—Claim by ex-agent for 

prospective commission. 

L. entered into an arrangement with an insurance company 
whereby it was agreed that he should act as their agent and 
should receive a fixed salary and a commission of 10 per cent. 
on the renewal premiums of all policies effected through him, 
and also in case of his retirement from the agency he was to 
receive a commission of 5 per cent. during his life on the 
renewal premiums of all policies effected through him and 
existing at the time of his retirement. Two further arrange- 
ments were afterwards made, providing for the payment of 2 
per cent commission on these premiums to his wife and family 
after his death. On the winding up of the company he claimed 
to be entitled to prove against the company as a creditor for the 
amount of the prospective value during his life of an annuity 
equal to 5 per cent. on the premiums of the policies then exist- 
ing, and also of the prospective value, from the probable time of 
hiz death to the probable time of his wife’s death, of an annuity 
equal to 2k per cent. on the same premiums. 

Held, that the second and third agreements were void for 
want of consideration: that any such agreement as the first 
was ultra vires of the directors; that, if it had been intra 
vires, the commission, being a commission on premiums, was de- 
pendent on the existence of premiums ; and that consequently 
L. was not entitled to rank as a creditor of the company. 


This was aclaim by Mr. Lewine — the Albert Com- 
pany under agreements entered into between jthe company 
and him, 

Lewine was the general agent in Germany of the Times 
Life Assurance and Guarantee Company. In 1857 this 
company became amalgamated with the Albert. On this 
occasion it was arranged that he should continue to act as 
the German agent of the Albert Company on the following 
terms :—He was to be paid a salary of £250, and was to 
have acommission of £10 per cent on the renewal pre- 
miums on all policies effected through him, and in case of 
his retirement from the agency he was to have a commission 
of £5 per cent for the remainder.of his life on the renewal 
premiams of all policies which had been effected through 
him, and might be existing at the time of such retirement, 
but this commission was to be forfeited in case of his taking 
the agency of any other office. This agreement was not in 
writing, bat so far as regards the salary and the commission 
of £10 per cent, it was acted upon till the company was 
wound up. 

In 1861 a further arrangement was made between the 
company and him, whereby a provision was made for his 
family. The following minute with reference to this was en- 
tered in the booksof the company :—‘ The question of allow- 
ing part of G. Lewine’s commission to his widow and children 
after his death was considered, and 24 per cent commission 
on renewal premiums was agreed to be allowed to his 
widow after his death.” 

Subsequently a third arrangement was made, whereby it 
was agreed that, in case his wife and he should both die 
within fifteen years, then during the residue of the fifteen 
years, which should be unexpired at the death of the survi- 
vor, 24 per cent on the renewal premiums was to be paid to 
hischildren in equal proportions,provided he were at the time 
ofhis death in the company’s service. A minute to this 
efit was entered in the books of the company on the 5th of 
Jane, 1462. 

Oa the winding up of the Albert, Lewine claimed that 
inasmuch asthe probable duration of his life was eleven 
years, and that of his wife's life was eighteen years, he was 
entitled to rank as a creditor of the Al for 4sum equal 
t 4 commission of 5 percent for eleven years, and of 
Y, per cent for seven years, the difference between his own 
and tis wife's probable fatare length of life, on the amount 
A annal premiums then payable on policies effected through 
him. This sam would amount to £12,068. He however 


only urged his claim for about half this sum. 


© Beyntel by Richard Marrack, Vay, Barrister-at-Law. 





The deed of settlement of the Albert contained the follow. 
ing provisions :— 

“Clause 61. That it shall be lawful for the board of di- 
rectors to allow all such officers, clerks, and servants of the 
company such salaries and other emoluments, and at their 
pleasure to dispense with any security, or to require them to 
give to some one or more of the trustees or directors of the 
company such security for their good conduct while in the 
employ of the company as the board shall think fit. 

‘* Clause 62. That it shall be lawful for the board of direc- 
tors from time to time to appoint agents for the company in 
such places and with such salaries or commission as the 
board shall think proper, and to remove such agents at plea- 
sure, and to appoint others in their room ; and to empower 
such agents to receive moneys and to transact business on 
behalf of the company under such regulations and restric. 
tions as shall be determined upon by the board.” 

Holi, for Lewine.—This case differs from Re the English 
and Scottish Marine Insurance Company, Ex parte Maclure, 
18 W. R. 1122, L. R. 5 Ch. 737, for here the claim is made 
not in respect of Lewine’s loss of the 10 per cent. com- 
mission, but in respect of a contract to pay him an 
ascertainedsum. The company contracted to pay him a 
commission on all renewal premiums payable at the time of 
his retirement. This was nothing more or less than a con- 
tract to pay him a certain annuity. 

It is a common practice with insurance offices to pay 
commissions on premiums to the persons through whom 
the policies have been effected, even after they have ceased 
to be agents. If this be the ordinary course of business 
with respect to an agent, then the clauses of the company’s 
deed, which authorize the directors to pay salaries and com- 
missions to their agents, must be held to authorise them to 
enter into an arrangement of this kind, to pay their agent 
in respect of the business actually done by him, not all at 
once, but by instalments. 

Higgins, for the Albert Company, was not called on. 

Lord Carrns.—I do not think, Mr. Higgins, it is 
necessary to call upon you in this case. With regard 
to what are termed the supplementary agreements, in 
favour of the wife and children of Mr. Lewine, it appears 
to me they may be at once put out of the question. 
There was no consideration for those agreements on the 
face of them. Whatever contract had been made between 
the company and Mr, Lewine was completed long before 
that time. There was no further inducement or benefit 
offered on the face of those agreements to the company in 
return for the benefit that was proposed by those minutes to 
the wife and family. It seems to me that in law the agree- 
ments could have no validity against the company or the 
directors, With respect to the first agreement, which is 
alleged to have been entered into, it is in the first place to 
be observed that there is no writing/or minutes supporting 
it; nor do the subsequent minutes with regard to the wife 
and family refer to this prior agreement, although there 
may be some surmise from the c r of these minutes 
that there had been something of this kind stipulated for on 
tho former occasion, But there is, in point of fact, no 
writing or minute to — it. 

But a more serious objection appears to me to be this. 
If an ent were made by the directors of the company 
in the terms alleged by Mr. Lewine, in my opinion it was 
entirely ultra vires of the directors, as regards the terms of 
it, providing for the payment of commission on renewal pre- 
miums in case of the retirement of Mr. Lewine from the 
pen In the first place there is no stipulation here at 

on the part of Mr, Lewine to continnw the agent of the 
company for any definive length of time. He is left entirely 
the master of the position, to retire when ho ploases and as 
he pleases. It is not therefore an agreement binding or 
professing to bind the company to pay Mr, Lewine some- 
thing in case they desire to get rid of him—to turn him off 
from caprice or without sufficient cause. It is exactly the 
opposite. Itisan agreement professing to bind the com- 
pany to py Mr. Lewine 4 futuro payment during the rest 
of his life, in case he chose to retire from the business of the 
company; an agreement, thorefore-—as to which perhaps 
you may not be able to say technically there is not con- 
sideration for it, as part of the whole contract of agency— 
but #0 unreasonable and so contrary to what obviously is 
the duty of directors in a caso of this kind, that it appears to 
me it could not possibly bind the company, But, otill 
farther, whon we come to look at the nature of the agree- 
ment and the specific powors that are given to the diroc- 
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tors, it seems to me that this was not an agreement within 
the powers of the directors, or within the 61st and 62nd 
clauses of the deed of settlement. It appears to me that 
those clauses give a very considerable latitude to the direc- 
tors to bind the — by the salaries which they may 
allot to the agents and managers of the company in different 
places, or by any allowances which they may make to those 

persons by way of commission. But both the salary and the 
commission must be for services rendered, and not for ser- 

vices which are not rendered. It seems to me that it would not 
be intra vires of the directors to stipulate that if any agent 
of theirs chose to retire from their service, they would allot 
him a salary for the remainder of his life. It seems to me 
that that would be an improper agreement ; and just in the 
same way it is an improper and unwarrantable agreement to 
say that if an agent choose to retire, they will allot a com- 
mission to him for the remainder of his life in respect of 
the premiums payable on the policies subsisting at the time 
of his retirement. 

Then further than this, it is to be observed that the com- 
mission is on premiums; and a commission drawn from 
that source is, and must be from its nature, dependent on 
the existence of premiums. Now itis impossible for any agent 
to make a claim on the footing of there being an ascer- 
tained certainty that premiums will be payable for the future, 
in respect of which he ought now to be allowed damages or 
compensation because he will not receive his commission on 
them. Non constat that the business, if there were no 
winding up, would have been carried on. Non constat that the 

ersons insured might not have done, as has often been done, 
Ses taken the security of another office, transferred their 
insurances to another office, and ceased to pay any premiums 
to the Albert. Non constat that the policies might not have 
been dropped, as appears to be admitted by Mr. Lewine ; 
for, feeling the force of that view of the case, although he 
says he would be entitled to a claim equal to £12,000 and 
odd, he is willing, in order to meet the chance of the policies 
having been dropped, to take £6,000 and odd in satisfac- 
tion of his claim. In point of fact, as things have turned 
out, looking on the winding up as it has occurred, and 
treating it as a vis major as regards the whole proceedings 
of the company, there is at this moment every probability 
that no premiums will be received, and any temporary re- 
ceipt is on the footing of an arrangement merely provisional. 

For all these reasons I am of opinion that the claim is one 
that cannot be sustained. 

Solicitors, Lewis, Munns § Longden; Kimber ¢ Ellis, 








OBITUARY. 


Mr, W. SCRIVENS. 


Mr. William Scrivens, solicitor, of Hastings, and mayor of 
that borough, expired on the 9th September, at the age of 
66 years. The Soasesed gentleman was the eldest son of 
the late Mr. William Scrivens, for many years a banker in 
Hastings, and was born on the 10th of July, 1805. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

The Preliminary Examination in General Knowledge will 
take place on Wednesday, the 14th, and Thursday, the 
16th February, 1872, and will compriso— 

1. Reading aloud a passage from some English author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

8. English Grammar. 

4. Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetio—A compotent knowledgo of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles, 

7. History—Quostions on English History. 

8, Latin-—-Elementary knowlodge of Latin, 

9. 1. Latin. 2. Greok, Ancient or Modern, 
4, German, 6, Spanish, 6, Italian. 

4 Tho Special Examinors have selected the followingbooks, 
in which candidates will be examined in tho subjects num- 
i 9 at tho Examination on the 14th and 16th February, 

12 3— 

In Latin. 


3. French, 


« Cicero, De Amicitid; or, Horace, Odes, 
Book III. 





In Greek . Xenophon, Memorabilia, Books I and II : 

In Modern Greek Bevreriis “Ioropia rig ’Auepitiig-BiBaioy 2’. 

In French . . Erckmann-Chatrian, Waterloo, page 1 
to 250; or, Racine, Alexandre le 
Grand. 

. Gdethe, Goetz von Berlichingen; or, 
Schiller, Die Braut von Messina. 

. Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx., 
both inclusive ; or Moratin, El Si de 
las Ninas. 

- Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 
both inclusive; or Tasso’s Gerusalemme, 
4,5, and 6 cantos; and Volpe’s Eton 
Italian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candi- 
date will be examined in one 1: e only, according to 
his selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of 
the above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Society’s Hall,,Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
followmg Towns :—Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone 
Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salis- 
bury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the Judges’ Orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the language 
in which they propose to be examined, the place at which 
they wish to be examined, and their age and place of educa- 
tion. All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


In German . 


In Spanish . 


In Italian . 





The Homeward Mail states that Mr. Robert Stuart, Q.C. 
will be the new Chief Justice of the High Court of the 
North-West Provinces of India, in succession to Sir Walter 
Morgan, and that he will probably receive the honour of 
knighthood before leaving England to take up his appoint- 
ment at Allahabad. 

It is stated that on September 7 there were still 39,000 
political prisoners in the hands of the French Government. 
Of these 2,800 had been recognised as innocent, but had not 
been set free. 

Solicitors are becoming very useful as aids to the police in 
South Staffordshire, and as putters down of brutal violence. 
A few weeks ago Mr. Sheldon did service at Willenhall. 
Driving between that place and Walsall he came upon a 
desperado felling a poor pedlar to the ground with a hedge- 
stake because he declined to surrender whatever he might 
have in his ets. Mr. Sheldon drove his horse at him, 
and turned the fellow’s attention to himself, so saving the 
pedlar. Driving back to the towna policeman was found, 
and eventually the des; e rascal was duly sent to learn 
more caution and moderation, if not an al er better 
course of life,in gaol, Happily such scenes are by no means 
common, even in the B Country. It can be truly said 
that a stranger may generally pass not only alone along its 
highways, but most of its byeways unmolested ; and where 
he would most hesitate to go—along narrow paths over 

it mounds, among black faces—he would be most safe. 
Neither is the scene witnessed by Mr. Barrow, solicitor, 
of Wolverhampton, at Penn Fields, on Sunday, by any 
means common in that town and neighbourhood. He, too, 
was driving along the main road, and came upon a crowd 
surrounding two navvies, stripped and fighting. He saw, 
too, a decent pedestrian, who ventured to express his sense 
of the indecency of such an exhibition, especially on the 
Sunday afternoon, knocked down, kicked, and his clothes 
torn. He marked the ringleader in this assault, and driving 
back, found a policeman for him; and he was on Monday 
sent to gaol fora month, These solicitors have done the 
State good sorvice without fee, and the magistrates have 

romptly and vigorously seconded their endeavours in 
Behalf of peace, order, and deceney by decisi i 
the rascals to gaol without paltering with them about fines, 
with a view to the payment of “ expenses.” In —— 
as tho careless and brutal are taught that the publi Oe 
is as precious as private property, and private individuals 
are as concerned in its preservation, it will become intact.— 
Binninghon News, 
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PUBLIC COMPAN IES. 


covsanunt FUNDS. 
Last Quoratron, Sept. 15, 1871. 
From the Offcial List of the actual business transacted. 


3 per Cent. Consols, ny Annuities, April, ’85 

Ditto for Account, Oct. 4, 934 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

3 per Cent. Reduced 912 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct.12 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 91% Ditto, £500, Do — 12 pm 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, — 12pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 4} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., ‘Jan. 73 Ct. (last half-year) 246 
Annuities,Jan. "80— Ditto for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
{ndia Stk.,10}p Ct.Apr.’74,206 ; Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 100 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 53 er Cent. »May,’79 1093 
Ditto 5 per Cent. daly," 80 113 Ditto ‘o entures,, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, April, ’64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788 1034 Do. Do rx -i Cent., Aug. ’73 103 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 20 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.95 | Ditto, ditto, under £100b, 20pm 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. 
Btock| Bristol and Exeter ..... 
Stock; Caledonian............ 
Stock! Glasgow and South- ‘Western sev ecee 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ........000 
Do., East Angtian semen No.2 
| Great Northern 
| Do.,AStock* ...... weal 100 
| Great: Southern and Western of ireland 100 
Great Western—Original] ...........- 
| Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... 
| London, Brighton, and South Coast. 
| London,Chatham, and Dover........0++ 
| London and North- Western.......00.. 
| London and South-Western 
Manchester,Sheffield,and Linco 
Metropolitan, 
ES 
| Be. , Birmingham nd Derby 
} North British eee 
North London ....... 
} North Statfordsiire. 
South Devon ...... - 
| ee. ‘ «| 100 
Tatt Vale... ..| 100 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been | paid w BL 


Paid.) Closing prices 








Ae eee cee ree ens eeeceee 











Moxey Market anv City INTELLIGONOE. 


There have been slight variations in the funds during the | 


week, but firmness has, on the whole, been the characteris- 
tic. Foreign stocks have maintained their prices. The 
railway market has been well sustained. A the last 


fortnightly settlement day the purchases for the new ac- | 


neral rise was established and has 
been well supported. yc Po still continues abundant. 
——— reams Adamson, Collier, & Co. have issued 
the prospectus of the Earle’s Shipbuildi and nee 
Company (Limited), capital £300,000 a 6, 000 Sheree | 3 
£59 each. The company 
chasing of the shipbuilding and en 
Messrs. Earle, of 
structor of the navy, has 
company. 


count were large, and a 


works of 


be chairman of the 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Piren—On Sept. 10, the wife of J. P. Piper, solicitor, Bedford, 
of a daughter, 

MARRIAGES, 

Sanpy— W orTHincton—On Sept. 12, at St. George’s Cathe- 
dral, Southwark, Thomas Guinan Sandy solicitor, 4 4 
to Jane, eldest daughter of Richard Worthington, Esq., 
Champion-park, Denmark-hill, Surrey. 

Watson—Hamamoxp—On . 7, at St. Savieur’s Church, 
Haverstock-hill, London, rles Henry Watson, Ksq., of 
Aylesbury, solicitor, to Marianne, eldest daughter of Charles 
Henry Hammond, Esq., of Upper Park-road, Haverstock-hill. 

Waicut—Oun—On Sept. 12, at Bishopwearmouth, at the 

rish church, Charles Wright, of Sunderland, solicitor, to 
Dorothy, thter of the late Thomas Bell Ord, Esq., of 
Park ishopwearmouth. 

Y zasuan Mc ‘Dowocu—On Sept. 12, at the parish church of 
St. Giles, Camberwell, John Pym Yeatman, Esq., of the 
Temple, barrister-at-law, to Charlotte Murray hion, 
only daughter of Allen McDonogh, Esq., of Athgarvon calodge, 
The Curragh, county Kildare. 





1871. 
Anon, Hy Viscount, Durrow, Kiikenny, Ireland. Oct 81. 
} Co, 
| Chrimes, Hannah, Manch, Widow. 


: Cossham, Ge, Thornbury, Gloucester, Yeoman, 


| Holland, Wm, Grinshill, Salop, Stone Merchant. 


| Wem 
: Kidd, Jas Patrick, Lpool, Merchant. Sept 20. Haigh & Co, Lpool 
_ | Payne, Richd Bourke, Clifton, Bristol, 


' Perfect, a Milman-st, Bedford-row, Widow. Oct 1}. 


has been formed for the pur- | 
all. Mr. E, . ee |e 
consented to 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, Sept. 8, 1871. 
Limitep tn CHANCERY. 

Home Assurance Association (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to Sam! Lowell Price, 13, Gresham-st. Thurs- 
day, Nov 16 at 2, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 


debts and claims. 
TuEspayY, Sept. 12, 1871. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Pen’allt Silver Lead Mining Company.—Vice Chancellor hf oe 
acting for the Master of the Rolls, has, by an order dated Sept 1, 
appointed Jas Wm ‘Thomas, 1, Circus-pl, Finsbury, to be official 
liquidator. 

County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Tuxnspay, Sept. 12, 1871. 

Tawd Vale Colliery Company (Limited). —Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Sept 6, directed to be heard before the Vice Chancellor at the 
Chancery Office, Municipal-bldgs, Daie-st, Lpool, on Sept 21. Dake 
& Goffey, Lpool, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farway, Sept. 8, 1871. 

Female Friendly Society, Gt Torrington, Devon. 

Looking Glass Opera’ ives Friendly Society, Marys Cornwallis Tan, 
Ontale-od, Shoreditch. Sept 4 

Tvespay, Sept. 12, 1871. 
Frodsham Female Friendly Society, National School, Frodsham, 
Cheshire. Sept 8 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Bas 3 
pcoming Sept 8 1. 

Durrans, Esther, Rose Cottage, Old Ra. ‘a 10. Butler v Prockter, 

V.C. Malins. Donne, Princes-st, Spitalfields 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day of Claim. 


Frivay, Sept 8, 
Parker 


ford-row 
Dec 4. Whitaker, Lancaster-pl, 


Strand 


| ONtieee ere, Kensington, Poulterer. Oct 5. Tatton, Lower 


Nov 1. Press & 
Davy & Davy, 


Oct 2. 


Inskip, B 


Davy, hoe Biegweed, Hants, Gent, Oct 19. 


Bygott, 


‘arwood, 
Lewis, 


Gent. Nov 30. 


Bristol 
Cheapside 


Place, John, Lenton, Nottingham. Nov6. Brewster, Nottingham 
an. John, Stone House Villas, Lewisham-high-rd, Esq. Sept 30. 


Hilleary | & Tunstall, Fenehurch- bldgs 
Geo A Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. 





Baker, 


Spinster. 


Nov |, 


Baker, Jas Swayne, Cork, Ireland, Captain. Sept 25. 
Blenkingon, 
Oct 10. Stedman, Sudbury 
ae John, Horncastle, Lincoln, Gent, 
r 
Passe, Jas, sen, Hillingdon End, Middlesex, Builder, Sept 29. Batt, 
ferstan, pres oa es Wea. ai 
nn, 
ee 
— Oldham 
Latham & Padi elton Mowbrn y 
Nov 19, Fryer, 
Matdmont, Je Jose 
ing-st, heapside 
Novl. Hyde & Clarke, 
Worces' 
King William-st 
Tyne Joel,. 
pon-Ty 
Rowling, Sami, Headingley, Leeds, Gent. 
Leeds 
ard, “Lucy, Salford, Lancashire, Inukeeper, Darnton, 
Oct 6. Geaussent, New Broad st 


jursby, 5 
Nov 1. Field, Leamington Priors 
Togspay, Sept. 12, 1871. 
Cleveland “§ 
Barker, Joseph, Bramley, Leeds, Gent, Dec 1. Barr & Co, Leeds 
ohn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Jan 1. 
Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Browning, Edwd, Bulmer, Essex, Farmer. 
Oct 25. Sturton, Holbeach 
—. John Hill, Whittington, Worcester, Esq. Nov 1. Hyde & 
orceste: 
a Teege Pony ea Gent. Novi. Head, Exete 
pty ohn, lde- - Sevenoaks, Kent. Nov ey Treherne & Wol- 
Graham, John, Askrigg, York, Innkeeper. Nov 1, 
Hague, *Saml, Newton Heath, Manch, Licensed Victualler. 
——_, wy Lowesmoor, Worcester. Sept 30. Miller & Corbet, 
Me . Rev Chas, tehley House, nr K-stering, Northampton. 
t 
bberson , ave Chatteris, Cambridge, Farmer. 
ph, Chrisp-st, East India-rd, Licensed Victualler. Oct 
23, Mason, 
Mason, bol Gt Malvern, Worcester, Esq. 
May, — East Bergholt, Suffolk, Nov ll, Calvert, East 
gholt 
Middleton, Thos, Loman-st, Southwark, Engineer. Novi. Jenkinson, 
Milburn, Ralph, Spen Bank, nr Winlaton, Durham, Gent, Dec |. 
Newcastie-u 
Middleton & Son, 
a John Harvey, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. Nov 1. 
Field, Leamington Priors 
Oct 20, 
Ashiton-under- Lyne 
Wiseman, Edwd Thos Carder, Marks-gate, nr Komford, Essex, Farmer. 
Wright, EKdwd Wm Carlile, Walpole-st, Chelsea, Colonel. Nov 1. 
Lane, Essex-st, Strand 
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Bankrupts. 
Farivar, Sept. 8, 1871. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Sreditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Portlock, ae, South , cant Oxford-st, Gun Manufacturer. Pet 
Murray. Oct 9 
ehn, Hy Elgin-rd, Noting i, Professor of Music. Pet Sept 5. 
ng-Rice. Oct 6 at 
» Waterlane, Gt Tower-st, Paper Merchant. Pet Sept 6. 
at 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ellis, Jas, bo a gy Tobacconist. Pet Sept 4. Phillips. 
Kingston-upon-Hul}, Sept 20 at 11 
Holt, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Publican. Pet Sept5. Crosby. 
he gy ge t 21 at 3 
Beate oO , Bookkeeper. Pet Sept 5. Lpool, 
Sept 25 at 
Hyland, toa, Sotieeeute, , Sussex, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 4. Young. 
astings, 
oaks Geo Proctor, & Jas Howard Seton, Manch, Haberdashers. Pet 
Sept 6, Kay. Manch, Sept 28 at 9.30 
Oswell, Jpeg | Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 4. Butcher. Birm, 
Sept 21 at 
Sydenham, Chas St Barbe, Brushford, Sonn, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Pet Sept 6. Daw. Exeter, Sept 25 at 1 
Webber, Jas, Staple-hill, Gloucester, Builder. Pet Sept 2. 
Bristol, Sept 22 at 12 
Young, Geo, _ Comm Merchant. Pet Sept5. Watson. 


Sept 25 at 1 
TugspaY, Sept. 12, 1871. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London 
Dealeen, i “st Adam-st, Adelphi, Cattle Salesman. Pet Sept 6. ieee 
Uct 1 


Eateoeh, Hicha A., Stanley-st, Pimlico, Gent. Pet Aug 16. Hazlitt. 
Oct 3 at 

Nenana, Edmund John, Brixton-hiil, Artist. Pet Sept 5. 
Sept 29 at 1 

Puzey, Seahen, Finchley New-rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Murray. Oct 10 at 11.30 

Ryall, John, Cornwall-rd, Westbourne-pk. Pet Sept 5. 

Oct 6 at 12 

Builder. 


— 


By ILW 
Murray. 


Watson. 


Harley. 
Lpool, 


Spring-Rice. 

Pet Sept 6. 

Spring-Rice. 

Smith, Geo Fossell, Princes-st, Leicester-st, Pet Sept 6. 
Murray. Sept 27 at 1 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Belton, Thos, Amcotts, Lincoln, Potato Dealer. Pet Sept 7. Wake. 
Sheffield, Sept 22 at 1 

Bignell, Chas Page, Portsea, Hants, Potter. Pet Aug 9. Howard. 
Portsmouth, Sept 25 at 12 

Bolton, Joseph, Blackburn, Lancashire, Draper. Pet Sept 6. Bolton. 
Blackburn, Sept 25 at 1 

Gregg, Miles, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Builder. Pet Sept 7. Holden. 
Bolton, Sept 27 at 10 

Helliwell, Edw, Bruntcliffe, nr Morley, thon Woollen Manufacturer. 
Pet Sept 7. Nelson, Dewsbury; Sept 28 

Kesteven, Jas Elliott, pasar York, Somber. Pet Sept 6. Wake. 
Sheffield, Sept 22 atl 

Matthews, "Rawin Elliott, Christow, Devon, Butcher. Pet Sept 8. Daw. 
Exeter, Sept 25 at 12 

Palethorpe, Geo Hy, Nottingham, by ad Case Maker. Pet Sept 7. 
. Patchitt. Nottingham, Sept 26 at 12 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Sept. 8, 1871. 
Maurice, Mortimer Bache, Bala, Merioneth, gg te Agent. 


Roberts, David, Tredegar, Monmouth, Grocer. 
Wainwright, Fredk, Lpool, Boiler Maker. Sept 4 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS oo CREDITORS. 


Faipay, Sept. 187 

Adams, Chas, Sheffield, Cabinet =. eps 18 at 1, at offices of John- 
son, Norfoik-row, Sheffield 

Arkell, John, Broadway, South Hackney, Bootmaker. Sept 25 at 12, at 
offices of Nicholson, Gresham-st 

Armitage, Walter, St. George’s-rd, Peckham, Grocer, Sept 25 at 3, at 
offices of Izard & Betts, Eastcheap. “= ten, Bishopsgate-st Without 

Atkinson, Philip, Blackburn, Lancashire, Draper. Sept 22 at 11, at office 
of Radcliffe, Clayton-st, Blackburn 

Baggaley, Wm, Newton-heath, Lancashire, Shoemaker, Sept 22 at 3, 
at offices of Warburton, Princess-st, Manch 

Bailes, John, Syennymoor, Durham, Leather Cutter. Sept 21 at 11, at 
offices of Proctor, Silver-st, Durham 

Harber, Fredk, Harrow, Plumber, Sept 21 at 3, at 12, Hatton- garden. 


Hope, Ely-p i 

Bays, Thos Grain Twight, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Hatter. Sept 22 at 
12, at the Guildhall Coffee house. Brooke 

Biggs, Wm, Flamstead, Herts, Grocer, Sept 27 at 2, at office of Bailey, 
Union-st, Laton 

Bilsborough, John, Manch, Boot Dealer. Sept 22 at 3, at offices of 
Dewhurst, Victoria-st, Manch 

Bryant, Geo, & Walter Jackson, Wood-st, Cheapside, Merchants, Sept 
21 at 2, at 33, Gutter-Jane 

Duman, Joseph, Manch Dealer in China, Sepe 23 at 11, at offices of 

Phillips, Brown-st, 

Barton, Edwd Chas,” Looe, Maitiner. Sept 27 at 3, at offices of Etty, 

_, Lara ‘St, Lpool 
, Geo, Landport, Hants, Coach Builder. Sept 18 at 4, at office 

of King, Union-st, Portaea 

Chariton, Joseph, Fenton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Collier, Sept 19 
at 3, at the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Welch, yes 

wey 4 Wm an hee Cheosemonger. Sept 25 at 2, at 

eman-et 


Aug 31 











Comper, Albert, West Chiltington, Sussex, Tea Dealer. Sept 22 at 1.20, 
at the Anchor Hotel, Horsham. Man 
‘Oct 3 at 2, at office 


t, Storringtoa 

r, Joseph, Bolton, Lancashire, Coach Builder. 

m. Ryley, pag ection yates Soars 8 

vies, Geo, Prescot, nr Lpool, Nurseryman. 27 at 2, at offices of 

Tyrer & Co, North John-st, Lpool sink 

Dufty, Joseph, Lea Farm, Kidderminster, Worcester, Farmer. Sept 21 
at 4, at the Lion Hotel, Kidderminster. Crowther, Kidderminster 

Duke, Wm, Farnham, Surrey, Builder. Sept 25 at 2, at the Auctio 
Mart, Tokenhouse-yd 

Earl, John, Willesborough, Kent, Carrier. Sept 18 at 12, at offices of 
of Furley & Co, Astford 

Forrester, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Butty Collier. Sept 19 at 11, at 
offices of Tennant, Hanley 

Furlong, John, Blackburn, Tailor. Sept 22 at 2, at offices 
of Radcliffe, Clayton-st, Blackburn 

Glover, Josiah, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Toy Dealer. Sept 16 at 10, at 
offices of Stratton, Queen-st, Wolverhampton 

Goldsbrough, Hy, Stokesley, York, out of business. Sept 22 at Il, at 
offices of Fawcett & Co, Fihkle-st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Gore, Fredk, Abingdon, Berks, Draper. Sept 20 at 2, at offices of Halse 
& Co, Cheapside 

Henderson, Robt Faulds, Eastbourne, Sussex, Gent. Sept 21 at z. at the 
Crown Hotel, Lewes. Barrow, Victoria-chambers, Mansion-house 

Highley,Saml, Gt Portland-st. Optician. Sept 19 at 2, at office of 
Dubois, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. Maynard, Clifford’s-ina 

Hill, Wm, Silverdale, Stafford, Plumber. Sept 26 at 2, at office of 
Sherratt, Kidsgrove 

Horrocks, Thos, Bolton, Clerk. Sept 20 at 11, at house of Wardle, One 
Horse-shoe, Manor-st, Bolton 

Horton, Jas Hy, Bath, Somerset, Upholsterer. Sept 25 at 1, at offices 
of Wilton, Bath 

Ingram, Alf, Taunton, Somerset, Engineer. Sept 19 at 12, at offices of 
Trenc Upper High-st, Taunton 

Johnson, Joseph, & Wm Johnson, Laneham, Notts, Millers. Sept 21 
at 11, at offices of Page, jun, Silver-st, Lincoln 

Jones, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. Sept 18 at 4, at office of 
Morris, Rutland-st, Swansea 

Jones, Wm Hy, Brook-st, Seen, Doctor. Oct 3 at 2, at office 
of Lane, Essex-st, Strand 

Kidd, Jonathan Brooker, Landport, Hants, Fruiterer. Sept 16 at 3, at 
offices of King, Union-st, Portsea 

Kidd, Robt, Farnworth, nr Warrington, Lancashire, Brewer. Sept 28 
at 3, at offices of Etty. Lord-st, Lpool 

Le Couteur, John, Newport, Monmouth, Provision bon og Sept 28 
at 11, at office of Cathcart, Bridge-st, Baneswell, 

Lonergan, Wm, Hodsack, Notts, Commercial Traveller yy 30 at 12, 
at offices of Tatteshall, Queen-st, Sheffield 

Manger, Robt, & George Manger, Beckenham, Kent, Drapers. Sept 22 
at 3, at offices of Foreman & Cooper, Gresham-st. Mason, Gresham-st 

Marsland, John, Stockport, Cheshire, out of business. Sept 20 at 3, at 
office of Johnston, Vernon-st, Stockport 

Marshall, Robt, Derby, Draper. Sept 21 at 2, at offices of Neill, 
Paradise-sq, Sheffield. Binney & Son, Sheffield 

McCormick, Jas, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, mse 23 at 
2, at the Golden Lion Motel, pee ye Bay aan 
Stratford-upon-A von 

Middlewood, Geo, Ardwick, nr Manch, Builder. Sept 28 at 3, at offices 
of Kearsley, Brazennose-st, Manch 


Nicholson, —— Metcalfe, Leeds, Doctor. Sept 20 at 2,at office of 
Simpson, A Ibion-st, Leeds 

Nurse, Wm, Cwmbwais, nr Swansea, beny odes Beerhouse Keeper. 
Sept 18 at 1, at office of Morris, Rutland-st, 

Scowby, Joseph, Halifax, York, Basket ufacturer. Sept 2l at li, 
at office of Storey, Cheapside, ‘Halifax 

Simmons, Abraham, Tavistock-mews, Tavistock-sq, out of business. 
Sept 22 at 10, at offices of Dobson, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane 

Stevens, Wm Sam!, Temple Cowley, Oxford, Farmer. Sept 26 at 11, 
at offices of Mallam, High-st, Oxford 

Tanner, Thos, Bicester, Oxford, Grocer. Sept 25 at 12, at the Clarendon 
Hotel, Oxford. Pellatt, Banbury 

Tapley, Thos, Gibson-st, Waterloo-rd, Carpenter. Sept 18 at 3, at 
offices of Od. Sheer ig Newington 

Taylor, Wm hackrah , Leeds, out of business. Sept 19 at 1, at the 

way Tavern, Kingston- st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pullan 

Terry, Wm, & John Edwd Terry, Faversham, Kent, Coach Builders. 

10 at 1, at the Guildhall Coffee-house, King-st, Cheapside. Gib- 
son, Sittingbourne 
, Jas, Milton next-Gravesend, Kent, Comm Agent, Sept 28 at 
3, at office of Shearman, Little Tower-st 

Turkington, Hy, & Chas Turkington, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Onion 
Salesmen. Sept 21 at 12, at offices of Daliow, Qneen-sq, Wolver- 
hampton 

Wackeman, Lewis, Birm, Wholesale Jeweller. Sept 20 at 10, at office 
of Eaden, Bennett’s-hill, Birm 

Wakelin, John, Fiaxman-st, Brixton, Commercial Traveller. Sept 26 at 
11, at office of Sparham, St Benet’s-p), Gracechurch-st 

Whiteman, Wm, Taunton, Somerset, Hatter. Sept 20 at Li, at olfices 
of Trenchard, Upper High-st, Tauntoa 

Whittaker, Chas, High-st, Croydon, Grocer. Sept 18 at 3, at offices of 
Piesse & Son, Olid Jewry chambers 

Wilde, Saml, sen, Haughton, nr Manch, ont of business, Sept 2! at 3, 
at office of Crowther, Bath.chambers, York-st, Manch 

Wolstenholme, J. 8, Readish, Lancashire, Dresser to Mills, Sept 19 at 
2, at offices of Reddish & Lake, Gt Underbank, Stockport 

Tvespay, Sept, 12, 1871. 

Barton, Benj Thos, Blackburn, Lancashire, Letter Press Printer. Sept 
26 at 3, at at the White Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Clough & Polding, 
Blackb' 

Birchall, John, Manch, Cabinet Maker. Sept 25 at 3, at office of Leigh, 
Brown-st, Manch 

Baker, Enock, Dudley, Woreester, Fruiterer. Sept 26 at 11, at office of 
Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Barnes, Thos, Middiesborough, York, Licensed Victualler, Sept 22 at 
1, at office of Garbutt, Collingwood-st, Neweastle-apon-Tyne 

Barnett, Simon, Exchange-bldys, Cutler-st, Houndsditch, lor. 
27 at 4, at the Cutiers’ Arms, Cutler-st, Houndaditeh, 
change-bldgs, Cutier-st, Houndsditch 
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Bassett, Geo, Shorne Ridgway, Kent, out of business. Sept 26 at 12, at 
office of Hayward, Rochester 
Booth, Edwd, & Jas Whitehe ad, Heywood, Lancashire, Cotton Manu- 
facturers. Sept 26 at 3, at offices of Sale & Co, Booth-st, Manch 
Briggs, Hy, Ely, Cambridge, Butcher. Sept 25 at 2, at the Lamb Hotel, 
iy. Cross 
Brooks, Joseph Peel, Nottingham, Draper. Oct 2 at 12, at office of 
Heath, St Peter’s Church-walk, Nottingham 
Bryer, Thos, King William-st, Linen Draper. Sept 26 at 2, at the Guild- 
hail Coffee-house, Gresham-st. Reed & Co, Gresham-st 
Carterfield, Wm, Deal, Kent, Schoolmaster. Sept 27 at 3, at the Royal 
Hotel, Beach-st, Deal. Mercer & Edwards 
Clough, Wm, Leeds, York, Grocer. Sept 22 at 4, at offices of Booth & 
Co, East-parade, Leeds 
Cole. Robt, Newport, Isle of Wight, Auctioneer. Sept 26 at 12, at offices 
of Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 
Cole, Saml, Brightlingsea, Essex, Draper. Oct 4 at 12, at offices of 
Smart & Co, Cheapside. Philbrick & Son, Colchester 
Cooper, Jas, Sankey, nr Warrington, Lancashire, Contractor. Sept 27 
at 11, at office of Moore, Bank-st, Warrington 
Cottle, Wm Hy, Red Lion-st, Holborn, Wine Merchant. Sept 22 at 3, 
at offices of Bath & Co, King William-st 
Crossley, Abraham, Rochdale, Lancashire, Woolstapler. Sept 27 at 3, 
at office of Addleshaw, King-st, Manch 
Curtis, Walter, Westbury, Wilts, Grocer. Sept 26 at 12, at the George 
Hotel, Trowbridge. Payne, Frome 
Dixon, Joseph, Bury, Lancashire, Baker. Sept 27 at 3, at offices of 
Grundy & Co, Union-st, Bury 
Eldridge, Wm Benj, Maidstone, Kent, out of business. Sept 23 at 12, 
at offices of King & Co, Mill-st, Maidstone 
Eyers, Thos, Richmond-rd, West Brompton, Plumber. Sept 18 at 3, at 
office of Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Field, Wm, Dunstable, Bedford, Grocer. Sept 22 at 2, at the Magis- 
trates’ Clerk’s Office, High-st, North Dunstable. Middleton, Dun- 
stable 
Firth, Edwin, Elland, York, Coal Dealer. Sept 25 atl, at offices of 
Norris & Foster, Crossley-st, Halifax 
Gilbert, Saml Barry, Grampound-rd, Cornwall, Hotel Keeper. Sept 27 
at 11, at offices of Carlyon & Paull, Quay-st, Truro 
Glasse, Josiah Edwd, Rufford’s-row, Upper-st, Islington, Gas Fitter. 
Sept 22 at 12, at offices of Chidley, Old Jewry 
Gray, Andrew, Bristol, Milliner. Sept 29 at 12, at offices of Barnard & 
Co,Lothbury. Wild & Co, Ironmonger-lane 
Halliley, Jane, York, Bootmaker. Sept 26 at 12, at offices of Mann & 
Son, New-st, York 
Harmsworth, Wm, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Printer. Sept 26 at 3, at offices 
of Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 
Haughton, Peter Thos, Manch, Merchant. Sept 26 at 3, at offices of 
Hardy, St James’s-sq, Manch 
Hawkins, Chas Hinks, Birm, Commercial Traveller. Sept 23 at 11, at 
offices of Richardson, Temple- row West, Birm 
Hoare, Frank, Briotol, Brush Manufacturer. Oct 2 at 1, at offices of 
ewe @ & Co, White Lion-bldgs, Broad-st, Bristol. Brown & Pearson, 
Bristo 
Horner, Saml, Southsea, Hants, Schoolmaster. Sept 23 at 3, at offices 
of King, Union-st, Portsea 
Hughes, Thos, Littleworth, Stafford, Builder. Oct 3 at 1, atthe Angle- 
sey Arms Hotel, Hednesford. Morgan, Stafford 
Jenkin, John Carne, Falmouth, Cornwall, Builder, Sept 23 at 11, at 
offices of Carlyon & Paull, Quay-st, Truro 
Jolley, Jas, Runcorn, Chester, Tin-plate Worker. Sept 22 at 2, at the 
County Court-offices, Bank-st, Warrington. Wood 
J ones, Geo, Glasbury, Radnor, Wool Dealer. Sept 23 at 2, at the Old 
Harp-inn, Widemarsh-st ,Hereford. Page, Hay 
Jones, John Theophilus, Chester, Woollen Draper. Oct 3 at 1, at office 
of Bridgman & Co, Westminster-bldgs, Newgate-st, Chester 
Kilburn, Wm, Earlsheaton, York, Blanket Manufacturer. Sept 25 at 3, 
‘at office of Spirett, East-parade, Leeds 
Lawrence, Rev Robt French, Chalgrove, Oxford, Vicar. Sept 27 at 12, 
at the Lamb Hotel, Wallingford. Digby & Sons, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Leapman, Saml, Brighton, Sussex, Jeweller. Oct 3 at 12, at offices of 
Smith & Co, Bread-st, Cheapside, Lamb, Brighton 
Looney, Jas, Lpool, Printer. Sept 25 at 2, at offices of Bellringer, North 
Jobn-st, Lpool 
Marshall, John, & Peter Lloyd Evans, Hulme, Manch, Licensed Beer 
—— Sept 28, at 11, at offices of Duckworth, Brown-st, 
anch 
McAdam, Edwd Adam, Leicester, Grocer. Sept 26 at 12, at office of 
Owston, Friar-lane, Leicester 
Mitchell, Geo Jas, Exeter, Builder. Septz3 at 11, at offices of Campion, 
Bedford -circus 
Mitchell, Wm, Brighouse, nr Halifax, York, Tar Distiller. Sept 25 at 3, 
at offices of Learoyd & Learoyd, Buxon-rd, H uddersfield 
Pepper, John, Birm, Fruiterer. Sept 20 at 11, at office of Allen, Union- 
passage, Birm 
Percival, Harry Thorndyke, Newchurch, Lancashire, Architect. Sept 
23 at 3, at the Royal Hotel, Waterfoot, nr Newchurch. Grundy. & 
Coulson, Manch 
Phillips, Wm, Lower Thames-st, Coal & lron Merchant. Sept 22 at 2, 
at offices of Linklater & Co, Walbrook 
Prector, Geo Dadley, Worcester, Publican, Sept 26 at 11, at office of 
Travis, Lower Church-lane, Tipton 
Randell, Caleb, Tedstone-de-la-Mere, Hereford, Dairyman. Sept 28 at 
11, at office of Rea, Foregate-st, Worcester 
Rickards, Geo Hy, Manor-rd, Walworth, Accountant. Sept %2 at 2, at 
offices of Chidley, Old Jew 
Russell, Wm, Dean, Notts, Sap. Sept 25 at 12, at office of Belk, 
High-pavement, Nottingham 
Smith, Chas Hy, Lpool, out of business. Sept 27 at 3, at offices of 
Cobb & Sowton Dale-st, Lpool 
Smith, Wm, jun, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Whitesmith. Sept 27 at 
}, at offices of Barker, Earl Cross-st, Bishopwearmouth 
Summers, Fredk Wm, Swindon, Wilts, Clothier. Sept 22 at 12, at offices 
of Henderson & Salmon, Broad-st, Brsitol 
Toole, Wm Jas, Leeds, Hair Dresser, Sept 25 at 3, at office of Burrell & 
Pickard, Albion-st, Leeds 
Wheeler, Wm Hy, Manch, Sugar Merchant. Sept 26 at 3, at offices of 
Addleshaw, King-st, Manch 





White, Chas, Wakefield, York, Grocer. Sept 21 at, 11 at offices of 
Wainwright & Co, Wakefield 

Williams, John, Newtown, Montgomery, Carpenter. Sept 29 at 12 at 
offices of Jones, Severn-sq, Newtown 

Wilson, Fredk Andrew Brown, Gt Percy-st, Clerkenwell,Wine Merchant. 
Sept 25 at 3, at office of Downing, Basinghall-st 








ILNER’S STRONG HOLDFAST and FIRE- 

RESISTING SAFES, Srrone Room Doors, &c., with all the: 

recent improvements. Price Lists, Drawings, and Testimonials free 

by post.—Liverpool, Manchester, Sheffield, and 47a, Moorgate-street, 
City, London. 


INE FLAVOURED STRONG BEEF TEA at 
about 24d. a pint. ASK FOR LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT 
of Meat, req Baron Liebig the Inventor’s Signature on every 
Jar, being the only guarantee of genuineness. 
Excellent economical stock for soups, sauces, &c. 


O SLER’S CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS. 
TABLE GLASS OF ALL KINDS, 
CHANDELIERS IN BRONZE AND ORMOLU. 
Moderator Lamps, and Lamps for India. 
LON DON—Show Rooms, 45, OXFORD-STREET, W. 
BIRMINGHAM—Manufactory and Show Rooms, Broad-street. 


A STRINGENT LOZENGES OF THE RED 
GUM OF AUSTRALIA.—For Reiaxed Throat, in Bottles, 2s. 
MURIATE OF AMMONIA LOZENGES. 

In Bottles, 2s, Useful for Bronchitis, by loosening the phlegm ani 
eatin 3a" ~ fits of coven. 











Chemists on the Establishment in Ordinary to 
THE QUEEN. 


(Gazetted August 8th, 1837—December 31st, 1867.) 
277, OXFORD STREET, LONDON. 





**They come as a boon and a blessing to men, 
The Pickwick, the Owl, and the Waverley Pen,” 
“Oxford University Herald’’ says these Pens have been aptly termed 
by a contemporary the 
AG E.” 


se ONDER OF THE 
‘The Sun” says the Phaeton Pen creates both Wonder 
and Delight. One Thousand Newspapers recommend them. For their 
names see “ Graphic ” of 16th Sept., 1871. 
Sold everywhere ls. per box, Sample box by post 1s. 1d. 
Maontven & Camenon, 23, Blair-street, Edinburgh. 


ESTABLISHED A.D. 1700. 


URNISH YOUR HOUSE at DEANE’S. 
ILLUSTRATED CATALOGUE, 


With Priced Furnishing List, Gratis and Post Free. 
DEANE'S—Celebrated Table Cutlery, every variety of style and finish. 
DEANE’S—Electro-plated Spoons and Forks, best manufacture. 
DEANE’S—Electro-plated Tea & Coffee Sets, Liqueur Stands, Cruets, &c. 
DEANE’S—Dish Covers and Hot Water Dishes, Covers in Sets, from 18s. 
DEANE’S—Papier-mache Tea Trays, in Sets, from 21s., newest patterns. 
DEANE’S—Bronzed Tea and Ooffee Urns, with Patent Improvements. 
DqzANE’S —Copper and Brass Goods, Kettles, Stew and Preserving Pans. 
DEANE’S—Moderator and Rock Oil Lamps, a large and handsomestock. 
DEANE’S—Domestic Baths for every purpose. Bathrooms fitted complete. 
DEANE’S—Fenders and fire-irons, in all modern and approved patterns. 
DEANE’S—Bedsteads, in Iron and Brass. Bedding of superior quality. 
DEANE’S—Register Stoves, London-made Kitcheners, Ranges, &c. 
DEANE’S—Cornices and Cornice Poles, a great variety of patterns. 
DEANE’S—Tin and Japan Goods, Iron Ware, and Culinary Utenails. 
DEANE’S—Tarnery, Brushes, Mats, &c., strong and serviceable. 
DEANE’ S—Horticultural Tools, Lawn Mowers, Garden Rollers, &c. 
DEANE’S—Gas Chandeliers, Newly designed Patterns. 

A discount of five per cent. for cash payments of £2 and upwards. 
DEANE & Co., 46 (King William-street), LONDON-BRIDGE. 


ger ens of EVERY DESCRIPTION, Legal, 

Parliamentary and General—Newspapers, Books, Pamphlets, 

Prospectuses, Circulars, &c.—with promptitude and at moderate 

charges, by 

Yares & ALEXANDER, oe (and Church-passage), Chancery- 
ane : 











BILLS OF COMPLAINT. _ 
ILLS of COMPLAINT, 5/6 per page for 20 
copies, from which price a large discount will be allowed if cash 
is paid immediately on completion of order, 
ates & AL¥xanpeR, Law Printers, Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane 


UTHORS ADVISED WITH as to the Oost of 
b -erinting and Publishing, and the Cheapest Mode of Bringing 
out e 
Yates & AtexanpeEr, Printers, 7, Symonds-inn, Ohancery-lane. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Professor Pepper’s 
“Trip to the Western Highlands of Ireland;” Grand Scenery, 
and Irish Songs by Miss Barth—Engagement ot George Buckland, 
Esq., and Great Revival of Henry Russell’s Songs. under his personal 
kind superintendence, with grand Scenic and Optical Effects—" Panis, 
as it Was and Is;” illustrated with a beautiful series of Pictures of the 
Public Buildings and Streets; by J. L. King, poe oy Te of W. 
B. Alexander, the Great Comic Polyphonist and Mimic—The Ghost and 
other Entertainments as usual—Admission One Shilling. Open from 
12 to 5 and 7 to 10. 
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